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A few facts about
newsletter responses.....

Thank-you for taking the time to
complete and send in your re-
sponse! Newsletter responses are
instrumental to the planning
process. Responses received by
QOctober 27, and a few which
trickled in after that deadline, are
summarized in this newsletter.

It is important to remember a few
facts regarding these responses:

B All responses are important
to this planning process;

W Responses do not represent a
random sample, rather the indi-
vidual opinion of those who re-
ceived a newsletter and spent time
to complete and return it;

W Some opinions may not reflect
the goals or policies of the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and may
not be implemented.

1.S. Fish & Wildlife Service -

Long Island National
Wildlife Refuge Complex
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The U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) is developing a Comprehen-
sive Conservation Plan (CCF) for the
Long Island National Wildlife Refuge
Complex {Complex) that will outline
the management direction of the
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Wood duck box at Wertheim NWR.
refuges for the next 15 years. The
Service has been collecting input
from the public, conservation organi-
zations, and local, state and other
federal government agencies. This
newsletter provides an update on the
status of this effort and a summary of
comments received.

We held open houses and public
scoping meetings on September 26,
27 and 28 in Mastic Beach,
Brookhaven and East Hampton,
respectively, and on October 18 and
19 in West Sayvilie and Oyster Bay,
respectively. During the afternoon,
Open House sessions allowed visitors
to talk one-on-one with Service staff.
The evening sessions included a
presentation on the CCP process and
a slide show on the National Wildlife
Refuge System, the Complex and the
Refuges within the Complex. There
was also a comment, question and
answer period. Public meetings
allowed us to gather information and
ideas from local residents and various
organizations and agencies.

QOur first newsletter, which included a
workbook, was mailed out in Septem-
ber, 2000 to more than 1,500 people
and was also made available at the
Refuge Headquarters at Wertheim
NWR, as well ag at public meetings.
More than 100 people returned
completed workbooks.

A view of the Carmans River.
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A snowy owl rests on the crestof a
primary dune at Amaganset NWR.

How should the Service
protect more habitat?

There are several methods the
Service uses to protect additional
habitat. Following is a list of those
methods and the number of respon-
dents that supported each method:

Liand acquisition 74
1bitat restoration 54
Environmental education 44

Work with conservation groups 35
Partnerships with landowners 33
Congervation easements 21
Other suggestions included better
on-gite explanation of the Refuge’s

purpose and partnering with both
public and private organizations.

Who did we hear from?

Below are the number of workbooks returned for each Refuge within the
Complex and their respective location. Many respondents checked more than
one Refuge:

Refuge Number of Workbooks Returned
n Wertheim NWR, Shirley 73
n Morton NWR, Sag Harbor 30
| Target Rock NWR, Huntington 20
u Sayville Property, Sayville 12
n Seatuck NWR, Islip 12
L Amagansett NWR, Amagansett 10
= Conscience Point NWR, Noyack 9
u Oyster Bay NWR, Oyster Bay 7
u Lido Beach WMA, Lido Beach 3

How many times per year do you visit a Refuge?

‘When asked how many times a year people visit the Refuge(s), you said:
Visit 0 times/year: 5 Visit 5-25 times/year: 23

Visit 1-b times/year: 57 Visit >26 times/year: 10

The Respondents’ favorite activities on the Refuge(s) are:

. Hiking/Walking 58 (Responses)
. Wildlife Observation 52
. Canoe/Kayaking 17
. Photography 13
. Fishing 8
. Environmental Edueation 2

Other favorite activities that did not fit into these categories were relaxing,
sketching, writing, feeding the birds, swimming, reading, and just sitting
quietly.

What are the most important problem(s} facing the Complex today?

Many respondents answered the
questions on the most important

problem or issue facing the Long
Island Refuges today. The main

problems indentified from the

workbook responses, along with the

number of responses for each prob-
“sm, were as follows: Impaects of
rrounding land use (i.e., develop-
ment) (24), public awareness of the
Complex and its importance (16),
land acquisition (8}, littering and

dumping (7), and general mainte-
nance {4). Other problems identified
by respondents included habitat
protection and restoration, the need
for more environmental education
programs, lack of financial and staff
resources, degradation of water
quality, the need for more nature
trails, the need for a visitor center,
the probiem of all-terrain vehicles,
predator and invasive species control,
and the difficulty of balancing public

access with the conservation of
wildlife and habitats.

A spotied turile at Seatuck NWR.




Do our recreational facilities meet your needs?

“Tore than half of the respondents to the workbook felt the recreational
dlities on the Complex - which include some nature trails, guided and self-
guided hikes, fishing and boating aceess, interpretive signs, brochures and
restrooms - meet their needs. Only 11 people said the facilities do not meet
their needs. Below are examples of the types of comments we received.

General Comments:

* Weekend hours at Wertheim are a great improvement for access.
* Wertheim nature trail is beautiful and well-maintained.

* Requests for interpretive talks and hikes are always fulfilled.

* New interpretive panels at Target Rock are a nice addition.

. Beaches are fabulous.

. Wildlife viewing opportunities are excellent.

Recommended improvements:

. Provide a visitor center at Wertheim NWR.

. Provide canoe access to the Carmans River at Wertheim NWR.

. Build facilities at Sayville Property (i.e., parking, restrooms, kiosks).
. Create more trails and open more Refuge land for public recreation.
. Install more interpretive signs about wildlife and their habitats.

. Provide trash cans.

. Erect more Refuge boundary signs at Oyster Bay NWR,

. Build restrooms at Oyster Bay NWR.

What makes the Refuge(s) Special to You?

This workbook question garnered many different responses, such as:

. Peace and quiet, away from human habitation.

. It is a “refuge” for wildlife and for humans.

. Biological diversity, including forest and aquatic habitats.
. Opportunities for birding, kayaking, wildlife observation.
. Convenient locations that are close to home.

. Protecting land on Long Island for future generations.

Providing opportunities to educate school children.
Minimum influence by people.

. Knowledgeable and friendly staff.

. Providing opportunities for experiencing nature.

An angler enjoying opporiunities off
the shore of Target Rock NWR.




Public Meeting Results

ve public scoping meetings were
.eld to obtain public input and
comments on issues concerning the
Complex. Many critical issues were
identified and addressed at these
meetings. The Service staff would

like to thank all participants for
taking time to attend these publie
meetings, Additional opportunities
will be available to the public for
further input and comment during
the planning process.

Wertheim National Wildlife Refuge public meetings

Approximately 100 people total
attended the public scoping meetings
for the Wertheim NWR in late
September at the Mastic Beach
Property Owner’s Association

A rufous-sided towhee rests on a
branch at Wertheim NWR.

Building in Mastic Beach and the St.
James Episcopal Church annex in
Brookhaven. The discussion for
Wertheim NWR focused on a pro-
posed Visitor Center/staff office for
the Complex. The proposed Visitor
Center would highlight the
Complex’s natural resources and
provide educational and interpretive
opportunities for the public. A
majority of residents who spoke at
the first meeting opposed the Center
because of their concerns regarding
its location (residential area), access,
safety, potential impact on property
values and uncertainty as to what

A cormorant at Oyster
Bay NWR.

activities would occur on the site. On
the other hand, several individuals
spoke in support of the Center with
more individuals speaking up after
the meeting. Other topics discussed
at the meetings included public
access, preventing disturbance to
wildlife and wildlands, increased
environmental education opportuni-
ties, habitat protection along the
Carmans River, white-tailed deer
management, mosquito concerns, a
proposal by a local group to dredge a
portion of the Carmans River, and
public safety concerns relating to
Refuge trespassers.

wlorton, Conscience Point and Amagansett National Wildlife Refuges

Although the public meeting for the
Complex’s eastern Refuges - Morton,
Conscience Point and Amagansett -
was lightly attended, a number of
important issues were addressed at
the September 28 meeting, held at
the Fast Hampton Middle School.

Access to and the history of Con-
science Point was discussed and also
the unique maritime grassland which
occurs there and its benefit to
wildlife. Environmental education
and wildlife viewing opportunities
were also touched upon particularly

for Conscience Point and Amagansett
Refuges. Issues and comments
regarding Morton NWR included
piping plover and tern management,
the public entrance fee program,
nature trails, environmental educa-
tion programs, and public access.

Seatuck NWR, Sayville Property and Lido Beach Wildlife Management Area

A public meeting for the western
units (Seatuck National Wildlife
Refuge, Sayville Property and Lido
Beach Wildlife Management Area)
wag held on October 18 at the Suffolk
County Parks Headquarters in West
Sayville. During the afternoon,
numerous individuals browsed the
Refuge’s informational displays and
spoke with Service staff. More than
* people attended the evening
ssion. A majority of speakers

roted support of historical structures
and the Peters/Webster house on
Seatuclk NWR. The Seatuck Envi-

ronmental Association (SEA), a non-
profi organization separate from the
Refuge, expressed its desire to
convert the Peters/Webster House
(owned by the Service) to a “Living
With Nature” Center leased and
operated by SEA. Interest was
expressed in the Sayville Property
and its proposed future, its value for
the endangered sandplain gerardia
plant, and its uniqueness as an
undisturbed Long Island grassiand
containing many interesting and rare
plants. Several individuals also
expressed interest in the mammalian

fauna af these three units. A New
York State Department of Environ-

; mental Conserva-
! tion biologist

- discussed white-

! tailed deer man-
gement in the

i Town of Islip. The
use and appropri-

A greater ye low- i
legs at Lido Beach ate'role Qf pre-
WHMA. seribed fire was

also discussed. Other issues con-
cerned public access, environmental
education, public outreach, wetland
restoration, and land acquisition.




Oyster Bay and Target Rock National Wildlife Refuges

e public planning meeting for the
smplex’s northern Refuges, Oyster

Bay and Target Rock NWRs, was
held on October 19 af the Oyster Bay
High School. Comments and issues
concerning Target Rock included
increasing marine mammal presence
in the area (particularly harbor seals
and dolphins), nature trail mainte-
nance, the presence of piping plovers,
new additions to the visitor program
{le., interpretive panels and
benches), and the impacts of disease
on wildlife, in particular the local red
fox population. Neighbors of the

Target Rock NWR expressed some
concern regarding Refuge visitors
trespassing on private lands. Oyster
Bay NWR issues included the role of
the Service at the Refuge, waterfowl
abundance, dock issues, environmen-
tal education, water quality, Refuge
boundary delineation, law enforce-
ment, and Service presence at the
Refuge. Several individuals at the
meeting expressed concern about a
proposed Nassau County road
widening project that would infringe
on Oyster Bay NWR. Meeting
attendees generally indicated sup-

port for increased interpretive
sighage, environmental education
programs, and Service presence at
Oyster Bay NWR.

Headlands/Huntington Bay, Target
Rock NWR.

Issues and Opportunities at the Complex

There are a variety of issues and
opportunities we face at each of the
Refuges within the Complex. Some
are common to all the refuges in the
Complex, and others exist only on
particular refuges. Strategies used
to deal with these issues form the

*  White-tailed deer population
*  Mosquito management

»  Predator/invasives/exotics

*  Prescribed burns

*  Land acquisition

*  Removal of structures

*  Dredging

+  Impacts of surrounding land use
*  Public use activities/access

v Visifor center

* Entrance fee program

Canoeing on the Carmans River

basis of the management alternatives
that will be detailed in the Draft
CCP/EIS. Your input through the
workbook, the publie scoping meet-
ings and future workshops will help
us deal with these issues. The issues
are as follows:

* TIviends groups and partnerships
*  Visitor Safety

*  Rescurce Protection

* DBoundary signing

+  Jogging

* Litter and dumping

»  All-terrain vehicles

* Poaching

* Refuge closed to public use
*  Contamination

*  Docks and watercrafts

*  Beach closures






